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REMARKS 

The Office action mailed on 6 April 2004 (Paper No. 14) has been carefully 
considered. 

Claims 28 thru 30 were added in the Amendment filed on 17 February 2004 (Paper 
No. 13). Thus, claims 1 1 thru 30 are pending in the application. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the election requirement for the reasons stated 
below, but provisionally elects with traverse species (a). Claims 1 1 thru 22 and 25 thru 
30 read on species (a). 

It is respectfully submitted that the election requirement is improper and should be 
withdrawn for the following reasons. First, the various figures are not so different as to 
be separately classified in mutually exclusive technical classes in the U.S. Patent & 
Trademark Office. Therefore, searching of all claims will not impose any substantial 
burden on the Examiner. 

Second, the Office action does not state a detailed basis for the election 
requirement in that the Examiner has not set forth a listing of the technical classes in 
which each of the embodiments of Figures 1 thru 5, respectively, will be searched. 
Based upon prior prosecution of similar art within the same sub-class classification, 
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neither U.S. patent Examiners nor even the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
have seen a need for an election of species of the subject matter now claimed. The instant 
art is not so voluminous that a thorough search of both the collection of U.S. art, foreign 
art and literature references would not extend much beyond one-quarter of one-hour. 
Moreover, the lack of complexity in this art argues against requiring the inventor to 
pursue a broad scope of coverage in numerous divisional applications consequent to an 
election of species. Withdrawal of the election requirement without further delay is 
therefore indicated in this application, which was filed almost two (2) years ago. 

Furthermore, the Examiner's statement of correspondence between the various 
claims and the various figures is inaccurate, or at least inappropriate, since the 
appropriate consideration is which claims read on the various species and figures. Thus, 
whereas the Examiner states that claims 11 thru 20 "correspond" to species (a), in 
actuality, claims 1 1 thru 14, 21, 22 and 25 thru 30 read on Figure 1, claims 11,15 thru 17, 
21, 22 and 25 thru 30 read on Figure 2, and claims 11, 18 thru 22, and 25 thru 30 read on 
Figure 3. Therefore, claims 1 1 thru 22 and 25 thru 30 read on species (a). 

In the latter regard, since independent claim 11 reads on Figures 1, 2 and 3, any 
claim dependent from claim 1 1 reads on Figures 1, 2 and 3 so long as the dependent claim 
does not contain a recitation that contradicts Figures 1, 2 and 3. Thus, dependent claims 
12 thru 14, 21 and 22 read on Figure 1, dependent claims 15 thru 17, 21 and 22 read on 
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Figure 2, and dependent claims 18 thru 22 read on Figure 3. As a result, claims 1 1 thru 
22 read on species (a). 

In addition, although independent claim 23 does not read directly on Figure 1, 
dependent claims 25 thru 30 do read on the interconnection arrangements of Figures 1 
thru 3, and thus claims 25 thru 30 also read on species (a), especially since independent 
claim 23 does not contain recitations which contradict Figures 1 , 2 or 3 (species (a)). 

Finally, based on the latter considerations, it appears that the election requirement 
is being imposed merely for administrative convenience. However, many years ago, then 
Commissioner Dann stated that administrative convenience was not a proper basis for 
imposition of an election requirement. 

In conclusion, Applicant respectfully traverses the election requirement for the 
reasons stated above, but provisionally elects with traverse species (a) (Figures 1, 2 and 
3). Claims 1 thru 22 and 25 thru 30 read on species (a). 

In view of the above, it is respectfully requested that the election requirement be 
withdrawn for the reasons stated above. However, if the Examiner maintains the election 
requirement, it is requested that, at the minimum, claims 11 thru 22 and 25 thru 30 be 
examined since they read on species (a). 



No fee is incurred by this Response. 
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